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DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES 

1. We believe in God, in the Bible as the word of God, and in the separation 
of church and state as taught by Jesus Christ. 


2. We believe that the ten commandments are the law of God, and that they 
comprehend man’s whole duty to God and man. 


3. We believe that the religion of Jesus Christ is founded in the law of love 


of God, and needs no human power to support or enforce it. 


forced. 


4. We believe in civil governmen’. as divinely ordained to 
enjoyment of their natural rights and to rule in civil things, an 


Love cannot be 


rotect men in the 
that in this realm 


it is entitled to the respectful obedience of all. 

5. We believe it is the right, and should be the privilege, of every individual to 
worship or not to worship, according to the dictates of his own conscience, provided 
that in the exercise of this right he respects the equal rights of others. 


6. We believe that all religious legislation tends to unite church and state, is 
subversive of human rights, persecuting in character. and opposed to the best inter- 


ests of both church and state. 


7. We believe, therefore, that it is not within the province of civil government 


to legislate on religious questions. 


8. We believe it to be our duty to use every lawful and honorable means to pre- 
vent religious legislation, and oppose all movements tending to unite church and 
state, that all may enjoy the inestimable blessings of civil and religious liberty. 


9. We believe in the inalienable and constitutional right of free speech, free 


press, peaceable assembly, and petition. 


10. We also believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as a curse to 
society. 
For further information regarding the principles of this association, address the Re- 


ligious Liberty Association, Takoma Park, Washington, D. C. (secretary, C. 8. Longacre; 
associates, H, H. Votaw aud M, C. Taft), or any of the affiliated organizations given below: 


AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS 


Atlantic Religious Liberty Association (affil- 
iated organizations in Maine, Vermont, Massa- 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New York, Connecti- 


eut, and Rhode Island): Office, South Lancaster, 
Mass.; secretary, E. K. Slade. 


Eastern Canadian Religious Liberty Association 
(affiliated organizations in Ne Brunswick, 
Nova Scotia, Quebec, Ontario, and Newfound- 


land); Office, Oshawa, Ontario; secretary, W. C. 
Moffett. 


Central States Religious Liberty Association 
(affiliated organizations in Kansas, Nebraska, 
Missouri, Colorado, and Wyoming): Office, 303 
W. Seventh St., College View, Nebr.; secretary, 
J. I. Nethery. 


Columbia Religious Liberty Association (affil- 


iated organizations in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New 
Jersey, Virginia, West Virginia, Delaware, and 


Maryland): Office, 507 Flower Ave., Takoma 
Park, D. C.; secretary, A. J. Clark: associate, B. G. 
Wilkinson. 


Northern Religious Liberty Association (affil- 
iated organizations in Mirnesota, Iowa, North 
Dakota, and South Dakota): Office, 2718 Third 
Ave., South, Minneapolis, Minn.; secretary, 
Charles Thompson. 


North Pacific Religious Liberty Association (af- 
Ww 


filiated organizations in Oregon, ashington, 
Idaho, Montana, and Alaska): Secretary, Morris 
Lukens, 202 South Pelouse St., Walla Walla, Wash. 


Pacific Religious Lib: cty Association (affiliated 
organizations in California, Nevada, Utah, and 
a Secretary, W. M. Adams, Bin 7, Lodi, 

‘alif. 


Southeastern Religious Liberty Association (af- 


filiated organizations in Florida, Georgia, North 
Carolina, and South Carolina): Office, 202-216 
First National Bank Bldg., Chattanooga, Tenn.; 


secretary, W. H. Heckman. 


Southern Religious Liberty Association .affil- 


fated organizations in Alabama, Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, Louisiana, and Mississippi): Office, 2001 
24th Ave. N., Nashville, Tenn.; secretary, O. F. 


Frank. 


Southwestern Religious Liberty Association 
(affiliated organizations in Arkansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, and New Mexico): Office, 518-519 Ter- 
minal Bldg., Oklahoma City, Okla.; secretary, 
M. B. Van Kirk. 


Western Canadian Religious Liberty Associa- 
tion (affiliated organizations in Alberta, British 
Columbia, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan): Office, 
Lacombe, Alberta; secretary, S. A. Ruskjer. 
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The Ideals of 
THOMAS JEFFERSON 


on Religious Liberty 


Address 
HOMAS JEF- 
FERSON was 
born into an intoler- 
ant world. Men were 
not allowed to worship 
God according to the dic- 
tates of their conscience, 
they could not attend a 
church of their own 
choosing, but were com- 
pelled to attend the church established 
by law, and were taxed to support that 
church. Ministers of other churches 
were fined and imprisoned for no other 
offense than the preaching of the gospel. 
Heresy was punishable by law, a stat- 
ute specifically providing that if a per- 
son brought up in the Christian religion 
denies the being of God, or the Trinity, 
or asserts there are more gods than one, 
or denies the Christian religion to be 
true, or the Scriptures to be of divine 
authority, he must be punished for the 
first offense with incapacity to hold of- 
fice, and on the second offense, by three 
years’ imprisonment without bail. 
With the coming of the American 
Revolution and the adoption of the first 
constitution of Virginia, it was declared 
in the famous Bill of Rights that “all 
men are equally entitled to the free ex- 
ercise of religion, according to the dic- 


Governor 


on the 


Last Anniversary Celebration 


Jefferson’s Birthday 


John Garland Pollard, 


Delivered 
tates of conscience ;” 
but the Episcopal 
Church was left es- 
tablished by law, 
and it was not until nine 
years later that Jeffer- 
son’s statute of religious 
liberty was passed, after 
a struggle which he de- 
scribed as being the se- 
verest in which he was ever engaged. 
This statute, of which Jefferson was so 
justly proud, is one of the world’s great 
liberty documents, and stands beside the 
Magna Charta, the Virginia Bill of 
Rights, and the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. It is unique in that it car- 
ries upon its face the arguments upon 
which it was based, and gives a faithful 
picture of the evils it was intended to 
correct. I ask your closest attention 
while I reverently read its immortal 
words: 


of 


by 


of Virginia 


“Well aware that Almighty God hath ere- 
ated the mind free; 

“That all attempts to influence it by tem- 
poral punishments, or burthens, or by civil in- 
capacitations, tend only to beget habits of 
hypocrisy and meanness, and are a departure 
from the plan of the Holy Author of our reli- 
gion, who, being Lord both of body and mind, 
yet chose not to propagate it by coercions on 
either, as was in His almighty power to do; 


35 








36 LIBERTY 


“That the impious presumption of legislators 
and rulers, civil as well as ecclesiastical, who, 
being themselves but fallible and uninspired 
men, have assumed dominion over the faith of 
others, setting up their own opinions and modes 
of thinking as the only true and infallible, and 
as such endeavoring to impose them on others, 
have established and maintained false religions 
over the greatest part of the world, and through 
all time; 

“That to compel a man to furnish contribu- 
tions of money for the propagation of opinions 
which he disbelieves, is sinful and tyrannical, 
that even the forcing him to support this or 
that teacher of his own religious persuasion, 
is depriving him of the comfortable liberty 
of giving his contributions to the particular 
pastor whose morals he would make his pat- 
tern, and whose powers he feels most persuasive 
to righteousness, and is withdrawing from the 
ministry those temporal rewards which, pro- 
ceeding from an approbation of their personal 
conduct, are an additional incitement to earnest 
and unremitting labors, for the instruction of 
mankind; 

“That our civil rights have no dependence on 
our religious opinions more than our opinions 
in physics or geometry ; 

“That therefore the proscribing any citizen 
as unworthy the public confidence by laying 
upon him an incapacity of being called to the 
offices of trust and emolument, unless he pro 
fess or renounce this or that religious opinion, 
is depriving him injuriously of those privileges 
and advantages to which, in common with his 
fellow citizens, he has a natural right; 

“That it tends also to corrupt the principles 
of that very religion it is meant to encourage, 
by bribing, with a monopoly of worldly honors 
and emoluments, those who will externally pro- 
fess and conform to it; 

“That though indeed these are criminal who 
do net withstand such temptation, yet neither 
are those innocent who lay the bait in their 
way; 

“That to suffer the civil magistrate to in- 
trude his powers into the field of opinion, and 
to restrain the profession or propagation of 
principles on the supposition of their ill tend- 
ency, is a dangerous fallacy, which at once 
destroys all religious liberty, because he, be- 








VAVATAVAVAVAVAYATAVALAVAVAVAVAVALATA PAPAVAVATAPATATAVATAP 


Jefferson wished to be remembered, not 
so much by the fact that he was the third 
President of the United States, as that he 
was the author of the Declaration of In- 
dependence and the Virginia Statute of 
Religious Liberty, as well as the founder 
of the University of Virginia. 
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ing of course judge of that tendency, will 
make his opinions the rule of judgment, and 
approve or condemn the sentiments of others 
only as they shall square with or differ from 
his own; 

“That it is time enough for the rightful pur- 
poses of civil government, for its officers to 
interfere, when principles break out into overt 
actions against peace and good order; 

“And, finally, that truth is great and will 
prevail, if left to herself; that she is the proper 
and sufficient antagonist to error, and has noth- 
ing to fear from the conflict, unless by human 
interposition disarmed of her natural weapons, 
free argument and debate; errors ceasing to 
be dangerous when it is permitted freely to 
contradict them; 

“Be it therefore enacted by the General <As- 
sembly, 

“That no man shall be compelled to frequent 
or support any religious worship, place, or min- 
istry whatsoever, nor shall be enforced, re- 
strained, molested, or burthened, in his body 
or goods, nor shall otherwise suffer on account 
of his religious opinions or belief; 

“But that all men shall be free to profess, 
and .by argument to maintain, their opinions 
in matters of religion, and that the same shall 
in no wise diminish, enlarge, or affect their 
civil capacities. ; 

“And though we well know that this Assem- 
bly, elected by the people for the ordinary pur- 
poses of legislation only, have no power to re- 
strain the acts of succeeding assemblies con- 
stituted with powers equal to our own, and 
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that, therefore, to declare this act irrevocable 
would be of no effect in law; yet we are free 
to declare, and do declare, that the rights 
hereby asserted are the natural rights of man- 
kind; and that if any act shall be hereafter 
passed to repeal the present, or to narrow its 
operation, such act will be an infringement of 
natural right.” 


This statute, unchanged, is today a 
part of our Code, and its principles have 
been carried into 


the Platonist (if any there be among 
us), that so long as they keep within 
its pale, all are equal objects of its pro- 
tection.” 

To the minds of many, even toaay, re- 
ligious liberty means liberty to Chris- 
tian denominations only, and to other 
religions simply toleration; but the 
word “toleration” has no place in our 

political voecabu- 





our national Con- 
stitution. When 
the statute was un- 
der discussion in 
the General As- 
sembly, an_ inci- 
dent occurred 
which clearly 


lary, for it carries 
with it an implica- 
tion that we by 
our grace may ex- 
tend to others the 
privilege of wor- 
shiping God as 
they may please; 





showed that the 
law was not in- 
tended for the pro- 
tection of Chris- 
tians only, but for 
all mankind. An 
amendment was of- 
fered, inserting 
the words “Jesus 
Christ” before the 
words “Holy Au- 
thor of our reli- 
gion,” and_ the 
amendment was 
overwhelmingly 
defeated, and as 
our Supreme Court afterward declared, 
“all religions were put-on a footing of 
perfect equality, protecting all, impos- 
ing neither burdens or civil incapacities 
upon any; conferring privileges upon 
none, placing the Christian religion 
where it stood in the days of its purity 
before its alliance with the civil magis- 
trate, and when its votaries employed for 
its advancement no methods but such as 
are congenial to its nature, proclaiming 
to all of our citizens that henceforth their 
religious thoughts and conversation shall 
be as free as the air they breathe, that 
the law is of no sect in religion, has no 
high priest but justice. Declaring to the 
Christian and the Mohammedan, the 
Jew and the Gentile, the Epicurean and 





Monticello, Thomas Jefferson’s Virginia Home, 
Where He Entertained His Host of Friends After 
Retiring to Private Life 


while as a matter 
of fact men do not 
worship God ace- 
cording to the dic- 
tates of their con- 
science by virtue 
of any man-given 
right. The gift is 
direct from God, 
and is born with 
us. The State 
which undertakes 
to withhold that 
liberty is despotie, 
and a State that 
assumes to grant it 
is presuming to dispense one of Heaven’s 
gifts, and has the seeds of despotism in 
its bosom. 

Nor is this liberty of which we speak 
confined to religionists, for a man not 
only has the right to worship God in 
his own way, but he has an equal legal 
right not to worship Him at all. For, as 
Jefferson asked, why punish him in this 
life because you suppose he will be mis- 
erable in that life to come? 

In the years immediately preceding 
the passage of the statute of religious 
liberty it had been conceded that the 
Episcopal Church should be entirely dis- 
established, and the opposition to Jeffer- 
son’s proposal took the form of what was 

(Continued on page 52) 











NATIONAL PHOTO 
This Hearing on S. 2212 Was Held in the Capitol Building, Jan. 13, 1931, Before the 
U. S. Senate Committee on the District of Columbia 


Hearing on the Barbers’ Sunday 





T is more than pass- 

ing strange that any 
one can fail to see the innate 
selfishness and great danger 
in the demand for a law for- 
bidding barbering on Sunday. 

In the hearing on the barbers’ Sunday 
observance bill, S. 2212 (later rewritten, 
and reported as 8. 6077), held January 
13, it was stated and not denied that the 
Sunday barber business was “not even 
10 per cent of the business that we have 
on any other day.” Only a few of the 
men are required to work Sunday fore- 
noon, and that not every Sunday, for 
the business being less than 10 per 
cent of the business on other days, it 
can be attended to by a very much 
smaller force than that employed on 
other days. 

If, as one barber stated at the hearing, 
“Sunday work is not worth a thing,” 
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Closing Bill 


By 
C. P. Bollman 


why must there be a 
law forbidding barber- 
ing upon that day? 

It was said at the hearing 
that men arriving in the 
city late Saturday night or 
early Sunday morning, where there is 
a Sunday closing law for barber shops, 
often have great difficulty in getting 
the tonsorial service they need. In such 
cases it is sometimes necessary to resort 
to “bootleg barbering,” that is, if the 
late arrival is not prepared to shave him- 
self, a barber must be found who will 
wait upon him in his hotel room or be- 
hind closed doors, and, of course, at 
bootleg prices. 

Now why a law to confer something of 
doubtful value upon one set of men while 
it imposes a reai hardship upon other 
men? Have we not bootlegging enough 
now, and too much, without creating 
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more by making the honorable calling of 
barbering a crime if followed upon Sun- 
day, a day when every man wants to 
look his best, even if he must pay boot- 
leg prices for it? 

It matters not what reason may be 
assigned in the preamble to the bill it- 
self, or however carefully the use of the- 
ological terms may be avoided, were Sun- 
day not a religious day, there would be 
no demand for a law closing barber 
shops on that day. 


Sunday Laws All Religious 

One witness at the hearing on January 
13 spoke of one shop that “keeps open all 
night,” and even “cuts prices, thus in- 
juring the business.” If the religious 
character of the day is not to control, 
why not a law requiring all barber shops 
to close at a certain hour, and compelling 
them to remain closed until, say, eight 
o’clock the next morning? Also why not 
forbid barbering on 
holidays? 

In opposing S. 2212, 
Mr. C. S. Longacre, 
of the Religious Lib- 
erty Association, said, 
and said truly: 

“Sunday legislation 
is religious legisla- 
tion, because Sunday 
is a religious insti- 
tution, and any com- 
pulsory observance of 
this day is religious 
legislation.” 

That it is so re- 
garded by the pro- 
ponents of Sunday 
legislation is shown 
by the fact that they 
never cease to appeal 
to the Constitution of 
the United States as 
supporting Sunday laws. Their only 
ground for this contention is the Con- 
stitutional provision that gives the Presi- 
dent ten days in which to veto bills, 
“Sundays excepted.” 

Now if that provision, adapted simply 
to settle a question that would neces- 





A Sunday Closing Law for Barbers Is Not 
Only Class Legislation, but also an Entering 
Wedge for General Blue Law Legislation. 
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sarily arise, can be construed as a recog- 
nition of Sunday as a sacred day, a rec- 
ognition urged by Sunday law advocates 
as making Constitutional general Sun- 
day legislation, does it not necessarily 
follow that it is impossible to frame a 
Sunday statute of a compulsory nature 
that is not religious in its character? 


The Palo Alto “Times” Quoted 


Referring to a similar bill rejected by 
the voters of California in the election 
of last November, Mr. Longacre quoted 
the Palo Alto Times as saying: 


“Just pass a law of this sort, and you 
will be giving the grandest sort of en- 
couragement to the professional blue law 
promoters to try at the next election to 
put over laws forbidding Sunday base- 
ball, Sunday movies, Sunday motoring, 
Sunday cigar selling, and everything 
else on Sunday except Sunday church 
attendance.” 

Senator Kean then 
asked, “Are you in 
favor of these things 
you have quoted?” 
To this Mr. Longacre 
replied : 

“T am opposed to 
any Sunday law that 
forces anybody to ob- 
serve Sunday in any 
form or shape. That 
should be a voluntary 
matter altogether, not 
a matter of legisla- 
tion. There are lots 
of things that I favor 
that are good in 
themselves, but I do 
not favor legislating 
into law everything 
that is good. I think 
we ought to be left to 
decide some things for ourselves, things 
that we want to do that are good.” 

Senator Copeland said, “Well, I join 
you in that.” 

Mr. Longacre rejoined: “I knew you 
would. And why should a barber be 
protected by law from Sunday work? 
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If he does not want to work on Sunday, 
he does not have to. . . . If he does want 
to, it is his privilege to do so. He has 
an inherent right to do so, a God-given 
right. If he wants to work, no man has 
a right to say no. And if he doesn’t 
want to, there isn’t any law in the Dis- 
trict and no power to compel him to 
work on Sunday. . . . I take this posi- 
tion, that the civil government has a 
perfect right to regulate every man’s 
relationship with his fellow man, but it 
has no right, in justice, to regulate a 
man’s relationship with his God or his 
duties toward his God. . . . On the sur- 
face this bill looks very innocent. Nearly 
all would say, ‘Pass this bill.’ They 
would say, ‘Help these poor barbers to 
get one day’s rest in seven.’ But to the 
student of history, and to those who have 
suffered under religious legislation in the 
past, this is just an entering wedge.” 
The bill as originally drawn, having 
been shot full of holes, so to speak, was 
rewritten and after a further brief hear- 
ing on February 6, was favorably re- 
ported by the chairman and one other 
member of the District Committee. 


From the Sacramento “Bee” 


The first hearing on the bill closed 
practically with the reading of the fol- 
lowing from the Sacramento Bee: 


“It is certain, too, that if the bill in 
question [this refers to a similar Calli- 
fornia bill defeated by vote of the people 
last November] were to become law, these 
chureh interests would immediately use 
California as the camel used the tent 
into which its master permitted it to put 
its head. That is, the whole camel very 
soon would be in the tent, and everything 
in California that could be forbidden on 
Sunday would be forbidden. Bill No. 26 
is only a beginning. California wants 
no blue laws; it wants none of the fanati- 
cal interference with legitimate pastimes 
and business that makes some of the 
Eastern States a national joke. Legisla- 
tion of that kind is wholly out of date; 
it belongs, if anywhere, to the eighteenth 
eentury. And this State cannot afford 
to permit the sponsors of such legislation 
to get their heads, or even their noses, 
inside the tent.” 


(Continued on page 54) 

















If admitted [religious influence], 
it may be justly apprehended that 


the future measures of the govern- 
ment will be strongly marked, if 
not eventually controlled, by the 
same influence. A\ll religious des- 
potism commences by combination 
and influence; and when that in- 
fluence begins to operate upon the 
political institutions of a country, 
the civil power soon bends under 
it; and the catastrophe of other na- 
tions furnishes an awful warning of 
the consequence.—From the Sun- 


day Mail Report of Jan. 19, 1825. 
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State Capitol Building, Montpelier, Vermont 


Vermont Sunday Law Situation 


HE present Vermont Sunday observ- 

ance law, first enacted in the days 
of the Puritans, which prohibits every- 
thing, even today, except “works of 
necessity or charity,” and forbids any 
person to “promote or engage in any 
play, game, sport, or entertainment” on 
Sunday, has created considerable stir 
recently in Bellows Falls. The law had 
not been enforced in this town for 
twenty-nine years. While the law pro- 
hibits the operation of filling stations, 
garages, soda fountains, cigar stores, the 
publishing and sale of Sunday newspa- 
pers, and every other “secular business,” 
yet all these things were allowed on Sun- 
day for many years. 

All of a sudden a group of preachers 
and about one hundred church members 
signed a petition which they submitted 

_to the city officials, requesting that the 
State Sunday law be enforced, irrespec- 
tive of who was involved in its violation. 
The public officials complied with the 
request, and twenty-eight business men 


were arrested the following Sunday, in- 
volving one of the preachers and several 
others who signed the petition. Those 
who were arrested and who signed the 
petition demanding an impartial en- 
forcement of the Sunday law, afterward 
stated that they did not know what was 
involved in the Vermont Sunday law 
nor how drastic it was in its prohibitions, 
and if they had known, they would never 
have signed the petition. 

That is a good sample of the meager 
knowledge people generally have of these 
antiquated Sunday blue laws, and when 
their own desires are obstructed by the 
operation of the Sunday law, then they 
are opposed to that part of the law 
which interferes with their personal 
freedom. 

Each Sunday the public officials drew 
the reins up tighter until Bellows Falls 
presented an appearance on Sundays 
like Goldsmith’s “Deserted Village.” In 
fact, some citizens of Bellows Falls deco- 

(Concluded on page 55) 
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A Gross Misconception of 
American and Christian Ideals 


ie our last issue we quoted 
from the Christian States- 
man, organ of the National 
Reform Association, this statement: 
“We might as well face it, battle as we 
may for temperance, law enforcement, 
Sabbath observance, and all the rest, we 
will lose in the end if we fail to train 
the children aright at school. Neglect 
the rest. and do our duty in this, and in 
the end every moral problem will be 
solved.” 

Now comes Noah W. Cooper, who 
proposes stringent enforcement of Sun- 
day laws as the eure for every national 
ill. At a Methodist conference held at 
Spartanburg, 8. C., the report of which 
is given in the Herald of that city (Nov. 
30, 1930), Cooper declared : “According 
to God’s law, Sabbath breaking is just 
as bad as or worse than bank breaking, 
or house breaking, or home breaking.” 


By 
H. H. Votaw 


Continuing Mr. Cooper said: 


“T have left my law office to go 
out upon the highways and byways 
and ery aloud to all our people, in church and 
out, that if we don’t keep the Sabbath holy, 
we will wind up in a Babylon of perdition. I 
am here as chairman of the Tennessee Meth- 
odist Annual Conference Sabbath Crusade com- 
mittee to join our South Carolina Conference 
committee in a united effort to secure a Sab- 
bath day’s rest for every toiler.” 


His interest is not in getting a day 
of rest for the laborer, but a Sabbath 
day’s rest; in other words, in promoting 
a religious institution by law. If he fails 
to get religion by law, he says we are 
lost. Here is his black picture: 


“We think Russia has plunged into hell, abol- 
ishing her Sabbath day by law, and pulling 
her churches down, and denouncing God as a 
fiction. Russia has abolished the Sabbath by 
law, and America is fast abolishing the Sab- 
bath by custom. We are following Russia and 
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Wesley’s Chapel in London 


on ity 
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Germany and Jerusalem in the Sabbath-break- 
ing way to hell.” 


Mr. Cooper strikes at business as a 
whole. Apparently everything is in- 
cluded. He speaks of America’s busi- 
ness running “every day and Sunday 
too, as if there were no God and no 
Sabbath day,” and then he says: 


“This is horriple to 
contemplate. To me our 
war with Germany was 
not as bad as this war 
of our commerce on the 
holy Sabbath. We lost 
over thirty billion dollars 
and nearly a quarter of 
a million lives in the war 
with Germany; but this 
is nothing compared to 
the billions we are losing 
and will lose and the mil- 
lions of souls that are 
being polluted by this 
satanic Sabbath break- 
ing, that is poisoning 
and destroying America’s 
spiritual life. It is also 
imperiling and destroy- 
ing our property and our 
liberties. . . . I don’t 
wonder that billions of 
dollars have lately been 
lost in railroad stocks 
and bonds. God being 
true, every Sabbath-breaking railroad will ul- 
timately bring ruin to its owners, operators, 
and patrons.” 

This jeremiad embraces the govern- 
ment as well as business. Notice: 

“The District of Columbia has no law requir- 
ing an observance of Sunday as a rest day. 
Everything is wide open in Washington on 
Sunday. It is a disgrace to our nation and 
to Congress. It invites God to destroy our cap- 
ital city and our nation.” 

Since Mr. Cooper has “been a lawyer 
in Nashville, Tenn., for over thirty 
years,” we are inclined to be charitable, 
and think it natural for him to trust in 
civil law. But when he admits that he 
is a Methodist local preacher, and speaks 
officially as the chairman of the Ten- 
nessee Methodist Annual Conference 
Sabbath Crusade committee to represen- 
tatives of a sister Methodist Conference, 
we must recognize a horse of another 
color. We fear the brother is getting 





“If modern preachers would show a tithe of 

Wesley's power as a preacher, they would 

have crowds listening to them without laving 

to close everything so tight on Sunday that 

people could not go to any place except the 
church.” 


his man-made methods of prosecution 
mixed up with sacred things. Jesus 
Christ said, “If any man hear My words, 
and believe not, I judge him not: for I 
came not to judge the world, but to save 
the world.” John 12:47. Not only is 
the spirit of persecution and prosecution 
contrary to both the teaching and the ex- 
ample of the Founder 
of Christianity, but it 
is contrary, we _ be- 
lieve, to the _ prin- 
ciples of the founder 
of Methodism. 


A few months ago 
we visited again Wes- 
ley’s chapel in Lon- 
don. We were moved 
as we viewed the 
small room in which 
he preached every 
morning at five 
o’clock for a period 
of years. As we 
stood in the pulpit in 
the main audito 
rium from which he 
preached so often, we 
could only wish that 
many in this day might be endued with 
his spirit. But when we visited the 
small room in his residence which he 
dedicated to prayer, we seemed to be 
standing on holy ground indeed. It was 
here he received that which he minis- 
tered so earnestly and successfully. If 
modern preachers would show a tithe of 
Wesley’s power as a; preacher, they 
would have crowds listening to them 
without having to close everything so 
tight on Sunday that people could not 
go to any place except the church. 

It is a never-ending source of surprise 
to us that so many people refuse to learn 
from the experiences of the past. The 
use of the civil officer to enforce religious 
beliefs or rites has not once in all his- 
tory done any good. On the other hand, 
during all pagan days and in all the 
Christian centuries, the union of reli- 


(Continued on page 51) 
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State Capitol Building, Lansing, Michigan 


An Established Religion in 


Some 


4 pes Baptist, official organ of the Bap- 
tist denomination, in the issue of 
Oct. 25, 1930, said: 

“Michigan laws prescribe that the first 
day of the week shall be observed as the 
Sabbath day, thus effecting an ‘establish- 
ment of religion.’ ” 

But Michigan is not the only State 
in the Union that has an “establishment 
of religion” by law. There are a num- 
ber of States which prescribe that the 
first day of the week shall be observed 
“as the Sabbath day.” The fourth com- 
mandment of the decalogue expressly 
states that “the seventh day is the 
Sabbath of the Lord thy God.” The 
observance of this day is a religious 
obligation, and therefore a religious es- 
tablishment. But for the State to com- 
mand all citizens to observe “the first 
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States 


day of the week as the Sabbath day,” 
is a new form of religious establishment 
by law, antagonistic to the divine law 
of Jehovah. Nowhere in the Scriptures 
is the first day of the week called the 
Sabbath day or Lord’s day. The learned 
Dr. Lightfoot, himself a Puritan, says 
he searched through the writings of the 
ancient Fathers to see if they ever called 
the first day of the week the Sabbath, 
and nowhere was it ever so called. “I 
would that I could so find it!” he ex- 
claimed in great disappointment. 

All ancient books and writings, in- 
cluding the calendar as published in 
the ancient Bibles, always referred to 
the seventh day of the week as “the Sab- 
bath.” 

In an old book by Thomas Bampfield, 
published in 1692, just three quarters of 
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a century after the effort originated to 
swing the title of the Sabbath over to 
the first day of the week, Mr. Bampfield 
makes a clear statement relative to this 
attempt, and discloses the official records 
of English jurisprudence to show that 
the highest court of England and the 
Parliament never confused the first day 
of the week and the seventh day of the 
week as to which was “the Sabbath day.” 
He says: 

“That the seventh day of the week has held 
the name of the Sabbath from the beginning of 
the world to this day, I take to be evident; 
though ’tis true also that some later writers 
(within eighty years or thereabouts) have en- 
deavored to apply the name of the Sabbath to 
the first day. ... 

“The ancient liturgies do prove this, and the 
mass book now in use still retains the name of 
the Sabbath for the seventh day. 

“Our own records in England do also prove 
this; those of the House of Lords, the highest 
court of England (Elsing. Fol. 94, 95), and 
their journals to this day, whereof I have seen 
many; and every one that will may see, that 
all things entered in the Journals of that House, 
as done upon the seventh day, are entered as 
done, Die Sabbati, upon the Sabbath day (i. e., 
upon the seventh-day Sabbath). And the like 
Orders for the House of Commons are weekly 
printed (Sabbati) for the seventh day. 

“The Rules and Records in the King’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and the Latin Records in the 
King’s Court of Exchequer, and the Chancery, 
and those also in the Chequer Chamber do call 
the seventh day the Sabbath.”—“An Inquiry,” 
p. 118. London, 1692. 


The days of the week in the calendars 
of the ancient nations in many instances 
had different names, but in practically 
every instance the seventh day of the 
week was called “the Sabbath” in the 
language of the people. The Portuguese 
calendar in Portugal and Brazil, South 
America, still calls the seventh day of 
the week “Sabado,” that is, Sabbath, in- 
stead of calling it Saturday. It is only 
in quite recent times that the State leg- 
islators, under the influence and pressure 
of the Puritan type of clergymen, have 
fallen into the error of calling the first 
day of the week “the Sabbath” in legisla- 
tive enactments. This legal procedure 
is contrary to all the legal precedents of 
the past. This false conception of the 
first day of the week being the Sabbath 


day, led the Puritans to re-enact the 
whole Mosaic ritual into civil law. Not 
only did they attempt to enforce all 
the religious restrictions of the fourth 
commandment, but many of the religious 
restrictions the Pharisees had heaped 
upon the Sabbath day, which were never 
divinely authorized or sanctioned. 

The Baptist Church organ is right 
when it says that any State which pre- 
scribes the first day of the week or any 
other day of the week to be observed as 
the Sabbath, in so doing has effected a 
legal “establishment of religion.” 

Separation of church and state is in 
many respects still an unaccomplished 
fact in many of the States in the Union. 
There cannot be complete religious lib- 
erty and freedom of conscience where 
the state legally aids and enforces re- 
ligious obligations. 


Bs BS BS 


America Threatened With a Reli- 
gious Oligarchy 


HE advocates of religious legislation 

are generally loud in their claims of 
ardent patriotism. Glibly they talk of 
their own civie virtue, but unhesitat- 
ingly they impugn the motives and as- 
sail the integrity of those who hold 
opinions at variance with theirs. We 
are sometimes tempted to feel that their 
insinuations about others are made to 
divert attention from themselves. 

A long time ago a wise man wrote: 
“He that is first in his own cause seem- 
eth just; but his neighbor cometh and 
searcheth him.” It takes but little 
searching to learn that those who advo- 
cate the use of the civil law to promote 
religion have scant appreciation of our 
form of government and its benefits. It 
is apparent to all that they are not in 
sympathy with the principle of democ- 
racy. They cannot trust in the welfare 
provided by common authority. They 
eannot believe that the Republic can 
survive unless it is saved from its own 
citizens. 

(Continued on page 56) 











Charles I! Welcomed Back to London 








Early Protestants Protest State 
Holy Days 


HEN Charles II was called to the 
throne of Great Britain, France, 
and Ireland, and entered London, May 
29, 1661, after the overthrow of the 
Puritan régime under Cromwell, the 
British Parliament passed an act making 
the king supreme in all ecclesiastical af- 
fairs; and another act ordained that the 
29th day of May be observed as an anni- 
versary thanksgiving day for the resto- 
ration of the monarchy, to be set apart 
as a holy day unto the Lord. There were 
thousands of Protestants who could not 
in good conscience submit to observe a 
day as holy which had been made so only 
by an act of Parliament. These consci- 
entious Protestants said, “It is not in 
the power of any under heaven to ap- 
point anniversary holy days, that being 
the prerogative of the Creator alone.” 
The Scotch Presbyterians especially 
resisted this act, and refused to observe 
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it. In facet, the Chureh of Scotland 
(Presbyterian), from the Reformation 
up to this time, has “vigorously opposed 
the observation of anniversary holy days, 
even though they were set apart in honor 
of Christ Himself, such as Christmas and 
Easter; they could never therefore think 
of doing that for their king which the 
Saviour did not require to be done for 
Himself.”—“History of the Church of 
Scotland,” Vol. I, chap. 2, p. 95. Pub- 
lished in Edinburgh, 1762. 


Henry Ward Beecher, the noted 
preacher and disciple of John Calvin, 
the founder of Presbyterianism, in a 
sermon in 1882, said: 

“John Calvin, whose name is held up 
to such reproach, would, if he were alive 
today, be an advanced man in the com- 
munity ; he was a natural reformer ; and 

(Concluded on page 56) 

















Put Up Thy Sword, or Perish 


Titus Kurtichanov 


HEN said Jesus unto him, Put 

up again thy sword into his place: 

for all they that take the sword 

shall perish with the sword.” Matt. 
26 : 52. 

It was the tragic moment when the 
bloodthirsty mob came to trap Jesus and 
drag Him to His death. They found 
Him in the garden, His customary place 
of prayer, where He had gone to seek 
strength for this trying hour. And they 
found Him ealm, victorious, and ready 
for every demand of the cruel program 
leading to His death. 

In His heart Jesus bore no trace of 
hate or revenge. He faced them with no 
impulse for flight or fight. His mighty 
divine powers, always employed in 
works of mercy for others, were sheathed 
for Himself, for He saw with clear 
spiritual vision that spiritual warfare 
ean be waged only with spiritual 
weapons. So He gave Himself up to 
the mob of religionists who sought to 
promote the kingdom of God by “ swords 
and staves.” 

But not so with the disciples. “ Be- 
hold, one of them which were with Jesus 
stretched out his hand, and drew his 
sword, and struck a servant of the high 





“Behold, one of them which were with Jesus stretched out his hand, and drew his sword, and struck 


priest’s, and smote off his ear.” Matt. 
26:51. Peter was ready for fight and 
flight. He could not bear to see His 
Master taken and the righteous cause 
jeopardized. So he drew his sword, and 
wielded it like a warrior. 

In the midst of the confusion that fol- 
lowed Jesus stepped forward and calmly 
but firmly commanded Peter, “ Put up 
thy sword.” Never had He used the 
sword of coercion in His work, and never 
had He commissioned any man to raise 
the sword of physical force in His be- 
half. 

The command addressed to Peter is 
also directed to any other man who 
would use force in His name. It is 
strikingly applicable to all men and so- 
cieties that have committed themselves 
to the program of enforcing righteous- 
ness by the sword of civil legislation. 
For such men have departed far from 
the Master’s way of reforming men. 
They have lost His spirit and His vision. 

Men may mean well, but they grieve 
and disgrace Christ by their blind- 
ness and impetuous zeal. Had Peter 
prayed and not slept while Jesus prayed, 
his behavior would have been more like 

(Concluded on page 57) 





a servant of the high priest's, and smote off his ear.” 
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The first Sunday law, that 
issued by Constantine in 321, 
required that both magistrates 
and people residing in cities 
should rest, and ail workshops 
be closed. In the country, how- 
ever, persons engaged in agri- 
culture could lawfully continue 
their pursuits, 

Like most religious legisla- 
tion, this law was inconsistent 
in that it restricted one class of 
citizens and favored another. 
All Sunday laws are wrong in 
principle, in that they invade 
the inalienable rights of men to 
worship God according to the 
dictates of their own conscience. 


BLUE LAW ENF 
in Baltin 
Arouses Nationa 


colonies and all such laws 
of a similar nature, in- 
cluding those of some of 
the latest enactments, are 


By 


M. C. Taft 


Attorney at L: 











HE enforcement of antiquated Sunday 
laws, known as “blue laws,” which are 
still part of the statutes of many States, has 
recently taken place in the city of Balti- 


more, Md. A law similar to the Maryland 


law in the State of Vermont has caused com- 
ment throughout the country by its enforce- 
ment, and given rise to the question, accord- 
ing to the public press, as to whether or not 
the enforcement of such laws is advanta- 
geous to the State and promotes good citizen- 
ship and respect for law. 

Since the world’s first Sunday law, en- 
acted in 321 a. p. by the emperor Constan- 
tine, up to the present time, religious beliefs 
of dominant Christianity have been per- 
mitted to control and infringe upon the civil 
and religious rights of citizens; and this is 
true even now in our own country, where 
such rights are guaranteed by the Federal 
and State constitutions. This is not merely 
a theory, but a fact. The blue laws of the 
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no different in purpose, namely, 
the enforcement of religion by civil 
law. 


Maryland’s First Sunday Law 


Maryland’s first blue law, of 
1692 to 1715, enacted, not under 
the first, but under a subsequent 
lord proprietor, forbade any one to 
do any bodily labor or occupation 
upon the Lord’s day, commonly 
called Sunday (works of absolute 
necessity and mercy always ex- 
cepted), recognizing that keeping 
holy the Lord’s day was a principal 
part of the worship of Almighty 
God. The Maryland Code of 1723 
made some changes, and finally in 1920 the 
following became and still is the Sunday 
law of the State of Maryland: 


“Section 483: No person whatsoever shall work 
or do any bodily labor on the Lord’s day, commonly 
called Sunday; and no person having children or 
servants shall command, or wittingly or willingly 
suffer, any of them to do any manner of work or 
labor on the Lord’s day (works of necessity and 
charity always excepted), nor shall suffer or per- 
mit any children or servants to profane the Lord’s 
day by gaming, fishing, fowling, hunting, or un- 
lawful pastime or recreation. . . . 

“Section 484: No person in this State shall sell, 
dispose of, barter, or deal in, or give away any 
articles of merchandise on Sunday, except retailers, 
who may sell and deliver on said day tobacco, cigars, 
cigarettes, candy, sodas and soft drinks, ice, ice 
cream, ices, and other confectionery, milk, bread, 
fruits, gasoline, oils, and greases; and any person 
violating any one of the provisions of this section 
shall be liable to indictment in any court in this 
State having criminal jurisdiction, and upon con- 
viction thereof shall be fined a sum not less than 
$20 nor more than $50, in the discretion of the 
court, for the first offense.” 
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Cecilius Calvert, second Lord 
Baltimore, was the first pro- 
prietor and founder of the col- 
ony of Maryland. Under a 
later proprietor, the first Sun- 
day law for Maryland was en- 




















ENFORCEMENT 
saltimore 


acted. 
ss. e As it now reads, this law not 
tional Attention only requires cessation from 


all work and labor on that day, 
but specifically prohibits hunt- 
ing and fishing on the first day 
of the week. 

Where is the consistency in 
allowing the sale of an apple 
or a banana, and prohibiting 
the sale of a potato or an onion 


By 
M. C. Taft 


torneyjat Law 


Under the present Sun- 
day law of Maryland, re- 
tailers can sell and de- 


liver on Sunday, tobacco, 





on Sunday ? 


ly, | cigars, cigarettes, candy, sodas, 
vil | soft drinks, ice, ice cream, ices, and 
other confectioneries; milk, bread, 

fruit, gasoline, oils, and greases. 

| Newspapers can be sold and de- 
of | livered, and apothecaries can sell 
ler | drugs, medicine, and patent med- 
nt | icine. The law is_ exceedingly 
to drastic. § $§§ |j§| |(IRgiI?SSS > Sl Reema 
on It is clear to every one that there 
ly is no logical basis for this list, but 
ite the legislature evidently thought 
‘X- it should draw the line somewhere, 
ne so drew it arbitrarily. Under the 
al present law, butter, cream, salt, 
ty eggs, tea, coffee, potatoes, vegeta- 
23 bles of all kinds, salad dressing, 
he meats, hot dogs, cheese, and peanut butter How the Law Operates 
ay ean be sold only in restaurants and hotels. With the above law still on the statute 

Matches, automobile parts, including tubes books of Maryland, the police commissioner 

ork and tires, cannot be sold. While the law of Baltimore, Charles D. Gaither, together 
nly permits the sale of bread on Sunday, flour with his respective police district captains, 
“a and salt, as constituents of bread, are not on December 21, 1930, began the enforce- 
vd allowed. Meats cannot be sold under the ment of Maryland’s blue law as amended in 
ynd law by delicatessens, but one has the right 1920, against the delicatessen stores. Police 
per ' to buy sliced ham at a restaurant and make stopped hundreds of delicatessen customers, 
d’s_ sandwiches from the bread bought at a deli- inquiring, “What have you in that package, 
i | eatessen. You are not allowed under the madam?” If the answer was “Bread,” the 
ell, law to get your ham from the delicatessen, woman was allowed to leave unmolested. If 
any but if you buy it at a restaurant, it is not a she replied “Crackers,” the policeman asked 
ers, violation of the law. Neither does the law her name and address, and later she was 
pa allow the sale of matches to light the per- subpcenaed into court to testify. It was re- 
ad, mitted cigars or cigarettes. Not only does ported that a “poor sick friend” of a delica- 
son the law forbid the sale of the articles herein tessen proprietor was forced to do without 
‘ion enumerated, but it also forbids the giving half of a spring chicken. Another delica- 
this away of such articles as well as their sale, tessen proprietor said his plea to be per- 
va therefore forbidding one neighbor to give mitted to make “just this one sale” was de- 
the to another neighbor any of these forbidden nied by the policeman stationed in front of 


articles herein enumerated. 


his establishment. The policeman took the 
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names of 143 customers in a delicatessen 
at 2222 E. Fairmount St. It was re- 
ported that the officers were in every in- 
stance very courteous, put it was under- 
stood that the old antiquated blue laws 
of over two hundred years ago were be- 
ing enforced in the years 1930 and 1931. 

As the result of this blue law raid on 
delicatessen stores, Max Miller, an oper- 
ator of one of these stores on West Uni- 
versity Parkway, was indicted for sell- 
ing perishable goods on Sunday. There 
were fifteen counts in the indictment, 
twelve of which were for selling food. 
A jury trial was held on January 29, in 
part two of the criminal court in Balti- 
more, before Judge Eugene O’Dunne, 
who at the close of the evidence gave 
“advisory instructions.” The court room 
was crowded to capacity, as the case had 
aroused national attention. The jury, 
after deliberating for over two hours, 
returned a verdict of guilty on several 
of the counts, and the maximum fine of 
$360 was imposed by Judge O’Dunne. 
The sentence provided that the fine must 
be paid within ninety days, unless the 
legislature, which is now in session, 
amends the blue law, and eliminates the 
provisions under which Mr. Miller was 
convicted. 

Jurors as Judges of the Law 

It might be of interest to know that 
Maryland is unique as being the only 
State in the Union (save one) in which 
the jury in a criminal case is judge of 
the Jaw as well as judge of the facts. In 
Maryland, the presiding judge in a crim- 
inal case has not the right (which exists 
in most States in the Union) to instruct 
the jury as to the law. However, the 
judge may, whether under his own mo- 
tion or on application of either the 
State’s attorney or the prisoner’s coun- 
sel, or at the request of the Jury itself, 
grant what is called “advisory instruc- 
tions.” Judge O’Dunne exercised this 
right, and in his “advisory charge” 
called the jury’s attention to freak blue 
laws in other States, such as the old 
Connecticut laws forbidding any man to 
“run on the Sabbath,” or te “walk in his 


garden” on a Sunday. “The remedy for 
such laws,’ said Judge O’Dunne, “if 
remedy is required, is to be sought at 
the hands of the Maryland Legislature 
now in session.” 

A close check-up of all articles sold in 
violation of the law included flour, po- 
tato chips, one-half pound butter, coffee, 
nuts, and salt. The testimony of some 
of the purchasers showed that they pur- 
chased the goods when going to or com- 
ing from their work on Sunday. George 
C. Dorsch, a newspaper reporter, testi- 
fied that he made a purchase at Miller’s 
store, which is located in the basement 
of a large apartment house, about an 
hour after he had reported for work at 
his office. 

A Ruinous Fine 

After conviction and imposition of the 
$360 fine against Max Miller, enforce- 
ment of the Maryland blue laws spread 
from delicatessens to drug stores and 
other shops that are permitted to remain 
open on Sunday. One of the first to be 
warned of the enforcement of the Sun- 
day law was a large drug store on Balti- 
more Street, one of a chain system. 
Police entered stores in all parts of the 
city and gave warning. Proprietors 
were advised that they might sell sodas, 
cigars, cigarettes, and candy. The sale 
of toilet articles was banned, many drug 
stores declining to sell tooth paste, tooth- 
brushes, combs, and other articles. 

It is rather hard in this age for intel- 
ligent people to understand why cigars 
and cigarettes are classed as necessities, 
while meat, butter, cheese, ete., are not 
so classed. Also why newspapers may 
be sold and Bibles are prohibited. It is 
rather difficult to deal in this day and 
age with such antiquated laws, for there 
seems to be a very real and positive con- 
viction in the cities of Bellows Falls, Vt., 
and Baltimore, Md., as there is in many 
other cities and towns in other States 
which are suffering from these anti- 
quated laws, for a greater freedom and 
less interference with personal liberty. — 
There are some States which have re- 
fused to repeal their religious laws, but 
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many of these are now seeing the in- 
advisability of carrying on their statute 
books obsolete and unenforceable stat- 
utes. 

A Home Rule Bill 

As the result of the blue law agitation 
in Maryland, the speaker of the house, 
Hon. Francis Michel, has introduced a 
bill in the Maryland Legislature grant- 
ing the citizens of the State the right of 
home rule in regard to Sunday observ- 
ance. There has also been introduced 
in the Vermont State Senate by Senator 
E. L. Olney, of Rutland County, a bill 
to permit cities and towns to regulate 
the standards of Sunday behavior in 
their communities. These bills should 
find no objection whatsoever in the un- 
biased mind, in view of the result of the 
enforcement of blue laws in Baltimore, 
Md., and Bellows Falls, Vt. There is 
also a bill of similar nature which has 
been introduced in the legislature of 
Pennsylvania. At the present time 
Massachusetts and New York are gov- 
erned by the home-rule method, namely, 
allowing the people in the different com- 
munities to say what they shall or shall 
not do on Sunday. 

Public Opinion Does Not Support the Law 

Nobody except certain reformers be- 
lieves in enforcing these old blue laws. 
These laws should be repealed in order 
that the people generally may have re- 
spect for laws that can and should be 
enforced. The American Republic was 
the first in the history of the world to 
recognize the inalienable rights of man. 
It was the first nation to recognize that 
universal principle of liberty—that all 
men everywhere are created free and 
equal, and that all men are endowed by 
their Creator with certain inalienable 
rights, “among which are life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness.” 

I think the citizens of any State can 
well look to California as an example 
of whether or not a Sunday law is 
needed for the governing of people on 
Sunday. The people of California, in 
an overwhelming majority of more than 
800,000 votes, rejected the proposed 


Sunday law submitted to them on a 
State-wide referendum. 

It is claimed by Sunday law advo- 
cates that a Sunday law protects labor. 
This cannot be true, because such a law 
has never so operated, but on the con- 
trary always leads to the punishment of 
those who labor on that day. 

It should be the right of every indi- 
vidual citizen, so long as he does not in- 
terfere with the rights of others, to 
spend his Sunday in any way most 
agreeable to himself and his family 
without interference from the State. To 
compel people to observe Sunday under 
threat of legal prosecution, will never 
make real Christians. Our duties to 
God are never to be placed within the 
control of human legislation. 








A Gross Misconception of Amer- 
ican and Christian Ideals 
(Concluded from page 43) 


gion and government has brought only 
strife, hatred, misery, woe, and blood- 
shed. Martyrs rise by the million to 
testify to the utter futility of such 
methods. 

Even admitting that “Sabbath break- 
ing is as bad as or worse than bank 
breaking or house breaking,’ there is 
no justification for the presumption that 
the State has a right to enforce Sabbath 
keeping. Such a conclusion is utterly 
fallacious. House breaking and home 
breaking concern man’s relationship to 
man, and rightfully fall within the pur- 
view of the civil authorities. Sabbath 
keeping has to do only with man’s rela- 
tionship to God. No government has a 
right to interfere in this relationship. 

Mr. Cooper says he has left his law 
office to cry aloud in highways and by- 
ways against Sunday desecration. He 
has a right to do this. Let him teach 
all he pleases. We would be the last to 
object to any program of persuasion he 
may adopt. But we feel that he is more 
interested in enlisting State aid to en- 
force his views than he is in attempting 
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to prove their worth by appealing to 
the authority of the Scriptures. The 
appeal to the State reveals the weakness 
of his cause, or his own lack of spiritual 
power. Shame on the preacher who 
loosens his hold upon Divinity to grasp 
the puny arm of political power! 


Ez BSB BSB 


The Ideals of Thomas Jefferson 
on Religious Liberty 
(Continued from page 37) 


known as the General Assessment Bill, 
which provided for a tax to support all 
the churches, but allowed each taxpayer 
to designate the particular church to 
which his taxes should be applied. The 
proposition seemed very plausible, and 
it looked as if it would be adopted; but 
here Jefferson's keen comprehension of 
the true meaning of religious liberty 
shone out above that of other statesmen 
of the day, who had hitherto actively or 
passively supported his plan of dises- 
tablishment, and over the opposition 
of Washington, Henry, Pendleton, and 
Marshall. With the earnest support of 
Madison, Jefferson saved his State from 
marring a great principle, for the Gen- 
eral Assessment Bill compelled religious 
contributions. It would have reintro- 
duced law, and with it force, its neces- 
sary concomitant, into the realm of re- 
ligion. It would have denied the great 
truths that the State has no religious 
function; that religion is a matter be- 
tween a man and his God; that religion 
is voluntary, while law rests on force; 
that error may need the support of gov- 
ernment, but truth can stand by itself. 

Like all men who think ahead of their 
times, Jefferson was misunderstood and 
grossly abused. His position on reli- 
gious liberty was assailed with unrelent- 
ing bitterness by the pulpit and the 
press. When Jefferson was a candidate 
for President, Timothy Dwight, then 
president of Yale University, prophe- 
sied the most terrible consequences if 
the “ungodly” Virginian should rise to 


power. The extent of his bitterness may 
be seen in the picture he drew of the 
conditions which would follow Jeffer- 
son’s election: “Bibles would be cast into 
bonfires, the vessels of the sacramental 
supper would be borne by an ass in 
public procession, followed by our chil- 
dren chanting mockeries against God, 
our wives and daughters victims of le- 
gal prostitution, speciously deluded, out- 
casts of delicacy, united in the loathing 
of God and man.” This was but illus- 
trative of the abuse to which Jefferson 
was subjected on account of his fight for 
soul liberty; and this abuse took such 
lodgment in misguided minds that pious 
women in New England, when they 
heard that Jefferson was elected, buried 
their Bibles to keep Jefferson from 
burning them. 

How woefully the great philosopher 
was misunderstood! No statesman ever 
made a greater contribution to the cause 
of true religion, the real essence of 
which he comprehended much more 
clearly than his detractors. They 
charged him with lack of reverence for 
religion, but as Bryan once said, “He 
is irreverent who thinks that religion 
needs the support of government, not 
he who thinks that religion can defend 
itself.” 

I wonder if any of those who so 
cruelly misrepresented Jefferson have 
ever invented a better method of judg- 
ing others than that disclosed by the 
great man when he said, “I have ever 
judged the religion of others by their 
lives, for it is in our lives, not in our 
words, that our religion must be read.” 
And again, “It is a fair inference that 
if a life has been honest and dutiful to 
society, the religion which regulated it 
cannot be a bad one.” And further, “To 
produce the fruits of piety, is far more 
important than to explain them.” 

All religions are beneficiaries of Jef- 
ferson’s great struggle, for history has 
proved that religion flourishes most un- 
der those governments which as such 
seek to help it least. And yet there are 
some today still unconvinced, and are 
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trying to invoke the strong arm of the 
law in aid of religion. These good peo- 
ple forget the truth so well stated by an- 
other, “Nothing is worse done than that 
which is ill done for religion; that must 
not be done in defense of religion which 
is contrary to religion.” And here let 
me repeat that religion is voluntary; 
law rests on foree. Enforced religion 
is no religion at all. 


Of all the wonderful sentiments which 
came from the heart and mind of Jef- 
ferson, there is one that grips my soul 
as none other. Said he, “I have sworn 
on the altar of God eternal hostility 
against every form of tyranny over the 
mind of man.” 


Note that his hostility was against 
every form of tyranny over the mind. 
There was a tyranny of law, now hap- 
pily passed away, but there remains in 
all its cruelty a tyranny which pro- 
scribes, ostracizes, denounces, and con- 
demns those who dare think for them- 
selves. The spirit of religious liberty 
will never be completely enthroned un- 
til men have a more decent regard for 
the opinions of others. True, all now 
concede the rights of conscience, but 
often it is a reluctant concession, a re- 
luctance which seemingly says, “Yes, 
true, you have the right to make a fool 
of yourself, but as you do not agree with 
me, you are abusing your privilege.” 
Such an attitude was well illustrated by 
a remark made in 1785 by a member of 
the General Assembly who was appealed 
to by a committee of humble Baptists to 
vote for Jefferson’s statute of religious 
liberty. His condescending reply was, 
“IT am clear for giving all a fair chance. 
There are many roads to heaven, and I 
am in favor of letting every man take 
his own way ; but of one thing I am sure, 
no gentleman would ever choose any but 
the Episcopal road.” 

It was ever a source of sorrow to Jef- 
ferson’s great soul that so many were not 
liberal enough to distinguish between re- 
ligious and social opposition, and who 
transferred at once to his person the 


hatred they bore to his religious opin- 
ions. He declared that “the opinions 
and beliefs of men depend not on their 
own will, but follow involuntarily the 
evidence proposed to their minds.” One 
of his biographers remarks that “opin- 
ions are determined by the general sum 
of experience and knowledge, and there 
is a childish failure in dignity in per- 
mitting them to act as a divisive force 
between individuals.” Jefferson says he 
“never permitted” himself “to bear this 
mark of immaturity,” and always gave 
his bitterest opponents all possible evi- 
lence of personal esteem. 


And right here let me say that, at the 
risk of being called provincial, I give 
you my definition of a Virginia gentle- 
man. He is one who ean disagree with- 
out being disagreeable. Such a gentle- 
man was Jefferson. 

Why is it that those who so freely con- 
eede my rights of property and my 
rights of person, condemn me when I 
come to exercise my right to freedom of 
opinion ? 

Those who sympathize with the man 
who would take our property or attack 
our persons, we class as bad men; but 
those who through ostracism and denun- 
ciation seek to limit our freedom of 
opinion, are often otherwise good men, 
and not infrequently they are religious 
leaders. Indeed, this may be called a 
vice of the virtuous. 


Those who deny my rights of prop- 
erty are partners of thieves and scoun- 
drels; those who deny my rights of per- 
son are partners of thugs and assassins ; 
but strange to say, those who deny my 
rights of conscience claim partnership 
with God. Rights of property, rights of 
person, rights of conscience, these three, 
but the greatest of these are the rights 
of conscience. Truly this is a blood- 
bought blessing, but it cannot be long 
enjoyed except by those who live it and 
are willing to defend it. To fight the 
slightest encroachment upon it, is resist- 
ance to tyranny which is obedience to 


God. 
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Hearing on the Barbers’ Sunday 
Closing Bill 


(Continued from page 40) 


These are wise words of timely warn- 
ing to which the barbers of Washington 
would do well to take heed. Should they 
succeed in getting a law closing barber 
shops on Sunday, there would soon be 
a demand for laws forbidding Sunday 
sports, the selling of gasoline, ete., and 
the barbers would presently find them- 
selves hoist by their own petard. 

Enlarging upon the unforeseen evils 
that may grow out of a Sunday law, 
Mr. Longacre quoted from a speech de- 
livered some years ago by Hon. Robert 
H. Crockett before the senate of the 
Arkansas Legislature, recounting the sad 
experiences that came to a young couple, 
seventh-day observers, in that State: 

“The State of Arkansas had an ex- 
emption clause in the Sunday law for 
those who observed another day than 
Sunday as holy time. Under this exemp- 
tion these Sabbatarians enjoyed equal 
privileges before the law. This exemp- 
tion was repealed. And then what hap- 
pened? Suddenly, like a flash of light- 
ning out of a clear sky, all their bright 
flowers of hope were blasted. Under the 
repeal of that exemption, persecution 
lifted its ugly, venomous head. Some 
jealous neighbor saw this young farmer 
quietly working on Sunday, as he be- 
lieved God had commanded him. He 
was reported to the grand jury, indicted, 
tried, convicted, and thrown into jail 
because his conscience would not let him 
pay the fine. 

“Week after week dragged its slow 
length along. Day after day the young 
wife, with her baby in her arms, watched 
at the gate for his coming. But he came 
not. The little wife and babe were left 
all alone, day and night, without friends 
and sympathy. 

“Then her little baby sickened and 
died. She sent word to the sheriff to let 
her husband come home and share her 
deep sorrow with her during the funeral. 
He wouldn’t even communicate to her 


husband the sad news of the death of the 
baby. The wrath of that cruel Sunday 
law had not yet been appeased, and he 
must stay in prison until he had served 
full ninety days under the sentence im- 
posed. Those jealous neighbors who 
were responsible for putting her husband 
in prison, did help her bury her dead 
baby. 

“Still she waited late every night at 
the gate for the home-coming of her hus- 
band, but he came not. The light in the 
young wife’s eyes faded out in tears, her 
silvery laugh changed to low, wailing 
sobs. Pale-faced misery snatched the 
roses from her cheeks, and planted in 
their stead her own pallid hue. Her 
beaming countenance turned pale as an 
aspen leaf. Then she sickened and died 
of a broken heart, alone in the stillness 
of the night. Sir, how can I go on? 

“A few days after her death the cruel, 
dastardly Sunday observance law was 
appeased in its relentless wrath, and this 
inoffensive citizen (except that he loved 
God and sought to obey Him) was re- 
leased from prison, and alone dragged 
his weary feet from the county jail to the 
happy home he had left ninety days be- 
fore. He met his neighbors who had sent 
him to prison at the gate, bearing a coffin. 
He asked no questions, his heart told him 
all. No, not all! He knew not—could 
never know—of her lonely hours, of her 
bitter tears, of the weary watching and 
waiting, of her appeals to God for help, 
for whom she had suffered so much in 
the hour of her extremity, during her 
baby’s sickness, death, and funeral, car- 
rying the heavy load of sorrow all her- 
self. He could not know of these. 


“But he went with them to the quiet 
country burial place, and saw beside the 
open grave a little mound with dirt 
freshly heaped upon it, and then he 
knew that God had taken both his heart’s 
idols, and he was left alone. His grief 
was too deep for tears. With staring 
eyes he saw them lower the body of his 
young wife into the grave. He heard 
the clods rattle upon the coffin, and it 
seemed as if they were falling upon his 
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own breaking heart. They had done 
their cruel work, they could do no more. 
The wrath of the Sunday law had now 
been appeased. They had wrecked and 
ruined his home, so they departed to 
their homes and left him alone with his 
dead. And then he threw himself down 
and the tears came in torrents, and kept 
his heart from breaking. And then he 
sobbed his broken farewell to his dar- 
lings, and left Arkansas forever, as hun- 
dreds of others left it.” 

“Senators, believe me,” Mr. Longacre 
concluded, “this is not a fanciful sketch, 
but real facts, and just such a thing as 
this could transpire under this proposed 
Sunday law for the District of Col- 
umbia.” 

The Sunday closing bill 8. 6077 was 
passed by the Senate February 10, and 
the exemption clause for those who ob- 
serve another day than Sunday as holy 
time was eliminated, just as it was elimi- 
nated by the Arkansas Legislature, mak- 
ing it possible to persecute seventh-day- 
observing barbers if they quietly barber 
on Sunday. On February 20 a hearing 
was held on this bill before the House 
District Committee, and was favorably 
reported out on the same day and placed 
on the House calendar for passage. The 
House of Representatives failed to pass 
it, and thus the Seventy-first Congress 
followed the example of its worthy pred- 
ecessors by refusing to commit itself to 
the dangerous precedent of opening the 
floodgates of Sunday blue law legislation. 
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- Vermont Sunday Law Situation 
(Concluded from page 41) 


rated the town, the billboards, and the 
highways leading into the town with long 
streamers of black crépe, mourning over 
its loss of former peace and tranquillity. 
No Sunday newspapers or gasoline could 
be obtained, and even the taxis did not 
run. All these things were considered 
unnecessary on Sunday, by the public 
officials. Of course, the town became 
the laughingstock:of all New England. 


The upshot of the whole affair was a 
drifting back, as usual, to the status quo 
of pre-enforeement days. However, the 
Sunday blue law shake-up has _pene- 
trated the legislative halls of Vermont, 
and there is now a bill pending in the 
Vermont Legislature which adds these 
words to the present law: 

“Provided, however, That if a majority of 
the qualified voters present and voting at any 
regular city, town, or village meeting shall vote 
to direct the council, selectmen, or trustees of 
such city, town, or village to permit places of 
business, theaters, moving picture shows, or any 
place in which a game or entertainment is car- 
ried on, to keep open on Sunday, such council, 
selectmen, or board of trustees shall pass an 
ordinanee permitting places of business, the- 
aters, moving picture shows, or any place in 
which a game or entertainment is carried on, 
to keep open on Sunday during such hours and 
subject to such regulations as may be prescribed 
in such ordinance.” 


We favor the above proposal because 
it means, in practically every instance 
where this question is submitted to the 
public, that these obsolete and un-Amer- 
ican Sunday blue laws are going to be 
repealed, and the church and state sepa- 
rated in harmony with the American 
ideals of civil government. 

California has just given us a good 
demonstration of where public sentiment 
stands upon this question, when it de- 
feated a Sunday observance bill on a 
public referendum at the last November 
election by a majority of 833,393 votes. 
Massachusetts at an election two years 
ago on a public referendum, decided by a 
vote of 3 to 1 that the local municipali- 
ties should decide for themselves whether 
they would have Sunday laws or not. 

Sunday laws have no more place upon 
our civil statute books than has the 
Lord’s supper, the Lord’s baptism, or the 
Lord’s tithes, all of which were enforced 
by civil law in the past. The Sunday 
laws belong to this same category of reli- 
gious obligations, and should be re- 
pealed, as were the laws which compelled 
people to go to church, to pay tithes, to 
partake of the holy communion, and to 
have their children sprinkled at a cer- 
tain age. 
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Early Protestants Protest State 
Holy Days 
(Concluded from page 46) 


in lecturing to his students on the sub- 
ject of the Sabbath, and telling them of 
its blessings and good influences, said to 
them, ‘Keep the Lord’s day unless men 
in authority command you to keep it; 
then break it as an evidence of your 
liberty.’ ” 

Today the Presbyterian churches have 
completely reversed their former posi- 
tion. They observe not only Christmas 
and Easter, but Sunday. also, as holy 
days, notwithstanding the fact that the 
primitive Presbyterians publicly and 
officially acknowledged that there was 
no divine command or sanction for the 
observance of any of these days as “holy 
days” or otherwise. John Calvin and 
the early adherents of Presbyterianism 
knew there was no Scriptural authority 
for the observance of Sunday, Christ- 
mas, or Easter, and that the Catholic 
Church, in its councils of the fourth and 
fifth centuries, ordained these days to be 
observed as holy days without divine 
authority. 

The Puritans (Calvinists) of New 
England enacted laws forbidding the ob- 
servance of Christmas and saints’ days, 
and they actually forbade Catholic 
priests’ entering and settling in New 
England. They would have nothing in 
common with the Catholic Church, which 
had its origin in the Catholic councils, 
and was unwarranted in the Scriptures. 
Yet in spite of this resolution, there 
were many things received from the Ro- 
man Catholic Church and not from the 
Scriptures, which Calvin’s followers un- 
consciously carried over into the Presby- 
terian Church. 

The Presbyterianism of ioday has 
traveled far from the Presbyterianism of 
John Calvin’s day. The Lord’s Day AI- 
liance of America is largely officered by 
Presbyterian clergymen, who still en- 
deavor to Puritanize America. They are 
the chief promoters of drastic compul- 
sory Sunday observance laws before Con- 


gress, State legislatures, and city coun- 
ceils. All this is harking back to medieval 
times and methods, when religion was 
forced upon dissenters by the power of 
the state at the instigation of the church. 
Presbyterianism, through the Lord’s Day 
Allianee, is working to establish the 
church and state régime of medieval Eu- 
rope in America. The Alliance program 
is destructive of American ideals of civil 
government, and subversive of the prin- 
ciples of religious liberty. 
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America Threatened With 
Religious Oligarchy 
(Continued from page 45) 


We have seen many, each of whom, 


judged by both his words and _ his 
actions, felt qualified to rule. They are 
instinctively monarchists. But evi- 


dently realizing that we of America will 
not have a king, they offer us a religious 
oligarchy. These clerical-politicians, be- 
lieving supremely in themselves, stand 
ready to save every one else from the 
effort of thinking. In order to be as- 
sured of the best in this life and in the 
world to come, we need only to give up 
every opinion of our own, and swallow 
their plans—hook, line, and sinker. 

Personaliy, we would rather live in 
the worst democracy imaginable than to 
be a subject of even a benevolent autoc- 
racy or an oligarchy. Rights—funda- 
mental, inherent rights—are infinitely 
precious. The gold of Ophir, the wealth 
of potentates, the splendor of kings, are 
not to be compared with our rights. 
The American spirit is epitomized in the 
fervent cry of Patrick Henry, “Give me 
liberty, or give me death!” 

We charge that those who urge reli- 
gious legislation are out of step with the 
spirit of the twentieth century, out of 
touch with the genius of American in- 
stitutions, and out of harmony with the 
teachings of the Founder of Chris- 
tianity. 

We pledge our readers that we will 
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not grow weary in the conflict to pre- 
serve that which our fathers bought at 
so great a price. H. H. V. 
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Put Up Thy Sword, or Perish 
(Concluded from page 47) 


his Master’s. If the would-be reformers 
of to-day would pray and minister as 
Jesus did, they would have no disposi- 
tion to appear before our legislatures 
and harass them by their clamorous de- 
mands for human laws for the enforce- 
ment of divine righteousness. 

Men are not made holy by law. Devils, 
not saints; martyrs, not converts, are 
made by compulsion in religion. Today 
the Lord appears, by His Spirit, in our 
legislative halls, amid the noisy clamor 
of those who cry for legal enforcement 
in religion, and sternly, reprovingly 
commands, “ Put up again thy sword: 
... for all they that take the sword 
shall perish with the sword.” 


s&s SE BS 
Good Friday Observance by Law 


AN appeal was sent by a number of 
religious organizations, both Catholic 
and Protestant, “to all citizens of Mil- 
waukee to observe Good Friday,” in 
commemoration of “the death of our 
divine Lord and Master.” To commem- 
orate the death of Christ is a very com- 
mendable thing to do, so long as the act 
is a voluntary matter. It is purely an 
act of worship, of religious devotion. 

But recently the State legislature of 
Delaware passed a law compelling every 
citizen in the State to observe Good Fri- 
day under the penal code. It has been 
made a legal holiday, and put on the 
same basis as the observance of Sunday. 
Both are religious institutions, and nei- 
ther should be enforced by civil law. 
Whenever the State enforces the observ- 
ance of religious institutions which aim 
to commemorate either the death or the 
resurrection of Jesus Christ, it enters 
into a partnership with the churches, 
and violates one of the fundamental 


principles of civil government, which 
protects all citizens in their natural 
right to worship or not to worship God, 
as their own conscience dictates. 

Religion is a good thing, but not 
everything that is good should be en- 
acted into law. The people should be 
left free to do some things of their own 
accord. It is a very easy thing to turn 
an appeal into a law, and to make a 
suggestion mandatory. Let us keep re- 
ligion out of the political arena. 


an 


The Spirit of Persecution in 
Human Nature 


UMAN nature, unless transformed 
by the grace of God, is always dom- 
inantly self-assertive; and when actu- 
ated by religious zeal, always resorts to 
persecution of dissenters. It makes no 
difference what kind of religious profes- 
sion one may entertain, unless our zeal 
and devotion to the cause of religion is 
tempered with true charity, and our 
minds have become enlightened in the 
fundamental principles of human rights 
and essential justice, applicable to all 
men alike, we shall hate our enemies, and 
persecute them if we are intrusted with 
authority and power. To get people and 
religious organizations to recognize this 
unfailing tendency in human nature and 
in society, is a most difficult task. 
The Rey. Franklin J. Kennedy, pastor 
of the First Methodist Episcopal chureh 
of New Haven, Conn., in a recent sermon 
on “Jesus the Jew,” said: . 
“The enmity of the Gentile world is the bitter 
price which the Hebrew race had to pay for 
presenting to the world a Leader so great that 
He could not be comprehended by His own gen- 
eration. The unforgivable disservice of Chris- 
tian centuries lies in a long and tragic forget- 
fulness that the traits of humanity which eru- 
cified Jesus are universal. Prophets have been 
mobbed in the streets of New England as they 
were stoned in Jerusalem. They have been im- 
prisoned in America for upholding in these 
days principles to which they adhered with sae- 
rificial conviction, as they were imprisoned in 
the Jerusalem of Jeremiah’s day. Religious 
conservatism strikes with venom in our midst as 
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it struck in the day of Jesus, excepting that 
crucifixion has gone out of style. Of all the 
world’s great heroes who have suffered at the 
hands of their own generation, we make this 
exception in the case of Jesus, that we are wont 
to condemn His race, and not the human per- 
versity which is common to us all.” 
Persecution is still a dominant trait in 
Christian society, as it was back in the 
Dark Ages. The only check that a gov- 
ernment has upon this dominant spirit 
so prevalent among religious zealots, is 
for the civil government to take a posi- 
‘tion of absolute neutrality upon every 
religious question, and deprive the civil 
magistrates of power to enforce religious 
obligations under the penal codes. Any 
ehureh organization which entertains 
hopes of using the state to further reli- 
gious ends by legislative means, will re- 
sort to religious persecution of dissenters 
and nonconformists whenever the oppor- 
tunity presents itself. Eternal vigi- 
lanee, now as ever, is the price of our 


liberties. 
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California Rejects Proposed Sun- 
day Law 


5 Ne people of California for the third 
time in forty-seven years defeated a 
proposition to compel all people in the 
State to observe Sunday as a holy day. 
The third defeat was so overwhelming 
that the clergymen and Sunday law ad- 
vocates ought to be convinced that the 
people of California do not want Sun- 
day laws of any shade or color. What 
the people of California did to the Sun- 
day law proposition through the elec- 
torate at the November election of 1930, 
ought to encourage the people of other 
States to submit this religious issue to 
the electorate on a referendum, and set- 
tle once for all the great American prin- 
ciple of the total separation of church 
and state, and the permanent establish- 
ment of the Constitutional guaranties of 
civil and religious liberty for every per- 
son in every State in the Union. 

The Pacific Union Recorder of Jan. 
15, 1931, tells in a graphic yet concise 
way how the people of California re- 


moved all compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance laws from their statute books, and 
how they have kept them off since, not- 
withstanding repeated efforts to put 
them on the statute books again. The 
account in this periodical is as follows: 


“Tt has been said that the ‘third time is the 
charm,’ the idea being that the third time ought 
to settle any question. 

“Well, whether or not it settles it, the citi- 
zenry of California have three times at the 
polls definitely expressed themselves against 
Sunday laws. 

“First Time 


“The first time was in 1883, when, for the 
first time in the history of California, the Dem- 
ocrats elected a governor, and the issue was re- 
pealing a then-existing Sunday law. The Re. 
publicans declared they would enforce the Sun- 
day law if their man was elected governor, and 
the Democrats said they would repeal the law 
if they were elected. The Democratic majority 
at that election was heavy, being 17,517, a dis- 
tinet voice of the people of California against 
Sunday laws. The law was repealed. 


“Second Time 

“The second time was in 1914. Initiative Act 
No. 45, denominated, ‘One Day of Rest in 
Seven,’ prohibiting ‘working for wages, or re- 
quiring or employing any person to work, more 
than six days or forty-eight hours a week, the 
keeping open or operating certain places of 
business or selling property on Sunday,’ was 
submitted to the voters. The ‘Yes’ vote was 
290,679; the ‘No’ vote was 457,890. Every one 
of California’s fifty-eight counties gave a ma- 
jority of votes against the measure. Again the 
citizens declared strongly in favor of religious 
liberty by a majority of 167,211 votes. 


“Third Time 


“The third time, which ought to be the 
‘charm,’ was in 1930, when a Sunday-closing 
law, initiative measure No. 26, was submitted 
to the voters at the regular November election. 
Again, every county in the State registered a 
majority against the measure. 

“According to the State’s official count, 214,- 
533 citizens voted ‘Yes.’ You will notice that 
the affirmative vote was less than in 1914, which 
shows the trend of the spirit of liberty in Cali- 
fornia. The negative vote was 1,047,926 votes, 
against measure No. 26, a sweeping majority 
against Sunday legislation of 833,393 votes, 
—a record vote for liberty. The third time is 
the ‘charm,’ at least as expressed by the in- 
creased protest against Sunday laws by the 
people.” 


The above statement clearly indicates 
that public sentiment, in California at 
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least, is growing stronger and stronger 
in opposition to Sunday laws. The re- 
eent Sunday law referendum held in 
Massachusetts when the electorate voted 
3 to 1 for local option on Sunday laws 
in that State, also indicates that the 
people in the East are waking up to their 
Constitutional prerogatives, and have set 
their hands to the task to repeal these 
antiquated religious statutes, which were 
imposed upon them by the Puritans three 
hundred years ago. 

The best way to get rid of these Sun- 
day blue laws which are so contrary to 
the American ideals of civil government 
and religious liberty, is to submit this 
issue to the electorate. The electorate is 
best prepared to determine and defend 
its own rights, and administer impartial 
justice to all. 


mB SB SB 


An Overzealous Clergyman 


Rebuked 


E have heard so much of the benef- 

icent effect of Sunday laws that we 
have expected that those who stand as 
their sponsors would be paragons of 
virtue. It appears from many state- 
ments which are made by the advocates 
of this particular type of religious leg- 
islation, that even those who are forced 
to go to church because there is no other 
place to which they can go, receive very 
pronounced blessings from this enforced 
goodness. If such benefit accrues to the 
person who has this righteousness forced 
upon him, what may we expect of those 
who feel called of God to save others by 
force? 

Be it far from us to pass judgment. 
We will leave our readers to ponder 
and draw their own conclusions from 
some statements made by one of the 
foremost advocates of Sunday laws, 
during hearings held four or five years 
ago by the House Subcommittee on Ju- 
diciary. This speaker was referring to 
the fact that what he was pleased to call 
“the Christian flag” is placed above Old 
Glory between ten and eleven o’clock 


every Sunday, making the Stars and 
Stripes appear to say to this so-called 
Christian flag: “I salute thee and make 
obeisance unto thee.” 

Using this as an argument for enact- 
ing a Sunday law in the District of Co- 
lumbia, he continued: “If this nation 
takes that stand, then I say to you, in 
God’s name let us put down some kind 
of decent, self-respecting, protecting 
law, not a blue law, but, gentlemen, hear 
me, we haven’t any such laws—it is a 
lie, an infamous lie—” 

One of the Congressmen here inter- 
rupted this preacher’s heated tirade, and 
told him he could not afford to make 
such a statement. 

Calming down a bit, he said: “I mean 
simply to say that we have no such laws; 
we haven’t any blue laws, but something 
far better, gentlemen, we have our Sun- 
day laws, ... genuine, American Sunday 
laws.” 

It is regrettable that a clergyman 
should become so obsessed with the idea 
that every one must do as he does, and 
speak so bitterly of opponents, as to need 
reproof at the hands of a civil lawmaker. 
Making allowance for human frailties, 
we could easily overlook one outburst, 
but it is difficult to condone a second 
one. 

At another time during the hearings, 
this speaker showed his real spirit even 
more than in the quotation first given. 
A member of the committee had sug- 
gested that it is impossible to legislate 
holiness into people, and our gentleman 
of the cloth replied: 

“What did the hard-headed farmers 
in Wyoming do? Some say, ‘You can’t 
legislate people into being good or going 
to church,’ but these farmers said, ‘We 
can raise cattle by legislation.’ And 
they passed a law, $300,000 being appro- 
priated by the General Assembly of that 
State, in order that a bonus might be 
paid for every animal that was killed 
that had been destroying their cattle.” 

We hate to conclude that the gentle- 
man was advocating capital punishment 
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for those who fail to follow his ideas; 
out if that was not what he meant, what 
is the point of his illustration? 


H. H. Y. 
Ss FS BS 
Worth-While Sayings of Great 
Men 


Tre blaze of truth and liberty may at 
first dazzle and bewilder nations which 
have become half blind in the house of 
bondage. But let them gaze on, and they 
will soon be able to bear i1t.—Thomas 


Macaulay. 


Nort only should there be complete lib- 
erty in matters of religion and opinion, 
but complete liberty for each man to 
lead his life as he desires, provided that 
in so doing he does not wrong his neigh- 
bor—Theodore Roosevelt. 


THE purity of religion is best pre- 
served by keeping it separate from goy- 
ernment: and the surest means of giving 
to it its proper influence in society is 


the dissemination of correct principles 
through education.—/James Bayard. 


Tue American Constitution, in har- 
mony with the people of the several 
States, withheld from the Federal Gov- 
ernment the power to invade the home 


of reason, the citadel of conscience, the 


sanctuary of the soul; and not from in- 
difference, but that the infinite Spirit 


of eterna) truth might move in its free- 


dom and purity and power.—George 
Bancroft. 
THERE Is not complete religious liberty 


where one sect is favored by the state 
and given an advantage by law over 
other sects. Whatever establishes a dis- 
tinction against one class or sect is, to 
the extent to which the distinction oper- 
ates unfavorably, a persecution, and if 
based on religious grounds, a religious 
persecution. The extent of the discrim- 
ination is not material to the principle. 
It is enough that it creates an inequality 
of right or privilege—Judge Thomas M. 
Cooley. 


LIBERTY 


THE sacred rights of mankind are not 
to be rummaged for among old parch- 
ments or musty records. They are writ- 
ten, as with a sunbeam, on the whole 
volume of human nature, by the hand of 
Divinity itself, and can never be erased 
or obscured by human power. That is 
what is called the law of nature, which, 
being coeval with mankind and dictated 
by God Himself, is, of course, superior 
in obligation to any other. No human 
laws are of any validity if contrary to 
this. It is binding over all the globe, in 
all countries, and at all times.—Alezxan- 
der Hamilton. 


I am ashamed of some Christians be- 
eause they have so much dependence on 
Parliament and the law of the land. 
Much good may Parliament ever do to 
true religion, except by mistake. As to 
getting the law of the land to touch our 
religion, we earnestly ery, ‘Hands off! 
leave us alone!’ Your Sunday bills and 
all other forms of Act-of-Parliament re- 
ligion seem to me to be all wrong. Give 
us a fair field and no favor, and our 
faith has no cause to fear. Christ wants 


no help from Cesar.—Charles Spurgeon. 


PROSCRIPTION has no part or lot in 
modern government of the world. The 
Stake, the gibbet, and the rack, thumb- 
serews, swords, and pillory, have no 
place among the machinery of civiliza- 
tion. Nature is diversified. So are hu- 
man faculties, beliefs, and practices. 
Essential freedom is the right to differ, 
and that right must be sacredly re- 


spected —Ridpath’s “History of the 
World.” 
Auas! for the absurdity rampant 


among some families, that when, because 
of physical incompetency, a man is fit 


for nothing else, he is fit to be a ‘legate 
of the skies.’ Religion will never make 
up for lack of liver or backbone.—T.. De- 
Witt Talmage. 

No matter how you seem to fatten on 
a crime, that can never be good for the 
bee which is bad for the hive.—Ralph 
Waldo Emerson. 
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Man never fastened one end of a chain 
around the neck of his brother that God 
did not fasten the other end around the 
neck of the oppressor.—Lamartine. 


“WATER and law we must have, but 
too much of either means disaster. Too 
much water made the deluge; too much 
law, the French Revolution. Happy is 
the land that, while having enough rain, 
is not overwatered, and thrice happy the 
people whose rulers do not trench upon 
natural rights by meddlesome and op- 
pressive laws,” 


I wounp advise persisting in our 
struggle for liberty, though it were re- 
vealed from heaven that nine hundred 
and ninety-nine were to perish, and only 
one out of a thousand to survive and re- 
tain his freedom. One such freeman 
must possess more virtue and enjoy more 
happiness than a thousand slaves.— 


Samuel Adams, 
= om Om 


Sunday Laws an Aid to Religion 


TIE Rev. W. B. Forney, correspond- 

ing secretary of the Philadelphia 
Sabbath Association, writing in the 
Michigan Lord’s Day Leader, November- 
December, 1930, issue, sets forth Penn- 
sylvania as a model State, and goes to 
some length to prove that Sunday Laws 
prevent crime and make for civie right- 
He says: 


“Tt is interesting to note that in the 
State where the Sunday law is retained 


and reasonably well enforced, the enroll. 
ment and attendance of the Sunday 


school is noticeably high,” and con- 
cludes: “1. When Sunday school at- 
tendance increases, crime decreases. 
2. Where the Sunday law is maintained 
and properly enforced, Sunday school 
attendance increases. 3. A Sunday law 
properly enforced is essential if the 
Sunday schools are to have sufficient 
time to supply religious training.” 

In the same paper a news note refers 
to “a mounting trend of crime in gen- 
eral, with an especially sharp ascendency 


eousness. 


in the number of murders,” and reports 
that Chicago heads the list of our great 
cities and that Philadelphia comes 
second. Evidently Mr. Forney’s reason- 
ing is faulty, or the Sunday law has not 
been enforced strictly enough, even 
though they refuse to allow perfectly 
wholesome, innocent amusements in the 
City of Brotherly Love on the first day 
of the week. H. H. V. 
= = =] 


Minister Opposes Tennessee 
Sunday Law 


THe Rev. W. Clarence Cooke, pastor 
of the Ridgedale Church of Christ, of 
the Disciples of Christ denomination, 
Chattanooga, Tenn., opposed his brother 
preacher of Chattanooga on the present 
Sunday law issue in that city. The Min- 
isterial Association claims that the show- 
ing of motion pictures on Sunday is 
“desecerating the Sabbath.” In replying 
to this argument, Reverend Cooke said: 

“Ty the first place, Sunday never was, is not 
now, and never will be ‘the Sabbath.’ Under 
the law of Moses the Jews observed, by the 


commandment of God, the seventh or Sabbath 
day... . Sunday, ‘the first day of the week,’ 
is as far from the Sabbath as two days can be, 
and both be in the same week... . 


“Tf moving pictures are immoral and sinful 
on Sunday, why are they not equally sinful and 


immoral on any other day of the week? If a 


thing is fundamentally wrong within itself, con- 
ditions cannot be righted short of a complete 


destruction of the thing. 
“Sunday movies can do no more toward the 


destruction of the souls of the present genera- 


tion than the sermons that come from some of 
the pulpits of our city,” 

It is really surprising to find a 
preacher who knows his Bible sufficiently 
to recognize that there is a difference 
between “the Sabbath” and Sunday. As 
Reverend Cooke says, these two days are 
as far removed from each other in the 
weekly cycle as they possibly could be, 
and Sunday has no more relation to “the 
Sabbath” than has Friday or Wednes- 
day. Sunday has no more sacredness 
attached to it than has Friday or Wed- 
nesday. The only reason why a thing 
is not allowable on the Sabbath that is 
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perfectly legitimate on other days of the 
week, is because of a religious law which 
is based on religious reasons and obli- 
gations governing a believer’s relation- 
ship to God and religion. But a reli- 
gious reason can never justify the basis 
of a civil law. The church and the state 
must be kept separate and the conscience 
free in religious matters. 


mS Rm 8 


News and Comment, Here 


and There 


Jupge Emmet? Harry fined the man- 
ager of the Saenger Theater of Green- 
ville, Miss., $50, and the projectionist 
and the cashier each $20, for showing 
movies after church hours on Sunday. 


THE city council of Mattoon, IIl., de- 
cided that movies may operate on Sun- 
days, provided they are opened with 
prayer. The mayor of this city is a 
preacher, which evidently accounts for 
ruling that the theaters must be opened 
with prayer. Some preachers simply 
cannot abstain from mixing politics and 
religion when they get into civil office. 


THE supreme court of Colorado, in a 
recent decision, ruled that the Sunday 
observance laws of Colorado, enacted 
sixty-eight years ago, were “indefinite, 
uncertain, and ambiguous.” The court 
voided the statute, and declared that the 
Sunday law did not enter “the realm of 
criminal laws.” It was a test case 
whether theater and movies could oper- 
ate on Sunday or not. 


Tue legislature of Wyoming at its last 
session repealed all its Sunday laws. 
There are now three States in the Union 
that have repealed all their Sunday laws. 
Several States have local option laws, 
and the cities and towns in those States 
have repealed them. Oregon also re- 
pealed all its Sunday laws, with the 
exception of one section, which would 
also have been repealed if the secretary 
of State had included it in the refer- 
endum. 


J. Foster Symes, United States dis- 
trict judge of Denver, Colo., recently 
sentenced Miss Esther Matson, a twen- 
ty-two-year-old bootlegger, to go to 
church every Sunday for the next two 
years or go to prison. The Sacramento 
Bee well remarks: “He has no more 
right, in equity, in common sense, or in 
law, to sentence anybody to go to church 
every Sunday for two years than he has 
to sentence another party to keep away 
from the house of God for the same 
period.” If the judge had ordered a 
professed and devout Christian to re- 
main away from church for a period 
of two years, “the entire Christian 
world would have held up its hands 
in protesting holy horror.” A _ civil 
court under the Federal Constitution has 
no right to compel any person to go to 
church or to stay away from church; 
and when a civil judge pronounces a 
punitive judgment, he ought to mete out 
a civil and not a religious penalty. 


Dr. Ratpu W. Sockman, pastor of the 
Madison Avenue Methodist Episcopal 
church of New York City, in addressing 
the delegates to the annual meeting of 
the Lord’s Day Alliance in that city, 
made the following good suggestion: 

“T am not an advocate of the old Puri- 
tan Sabbath or blue laws that restrict 
liberty and kill the joys of the people. 
In this day of general intelligence I do 
not believe in telling a man what he 
should or should not do. We simply 
should tell people our convictions, and 
let them choose.” 


Tue Rev. Louis C. La Morte, pastor 
of the first Presbyterian church of Way- 
cross, Ga., in opposing compulsory Sun- 
day observance, said: 

“Tf there were no laws on the statute 
books of Georgia on Sabbath observance, 
every citizen of the State should feel 
bound, nevertheless, to keep the day holy 
in accordance with his own convictions 
and his own conceptions of Christ’s 
law, observing it as a day of rest and 
worship. Any observance of the Sab- 
bath in obedience to man-made law 
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would defeat God’s purpose in creating 
a Sabbath day. A forced Sabbath ob- 
servance is just as impractical as forced 
chureh attendance or forced church 
membership.” 

There are still a few Presbyterian min- 
isters who have a clear vision of the 
proper relation of the church and the 
state in matters of conscience. 


Tue Vicar of Teddington (Middle- 
sex), England, has diagnosed a new yet 
old disease, which he ealls “Morbus 
Sabbaticus,” or Sabbath sickness, among 
his parishioners. In his magazine he 
says that the attack comes suddenly 
every Sunday, and no warning symp- 
toms are felt. “On Saturday night, the 
patient sleeps well,” he continues, “and 
in the morning eats a hearty breakfast ; 
but about church time the attack comes 
on, and continues until services are over 
for the morning. Then the patient feels 
easy, and eats a hearty dinner.” The 
remedy for this disease, says the Lord’s 
Day Alliance, is a drastic Sunday law. 
Evidently the vicar is endeavoring to 
cure the disease among his parishioners 
by means of education and an appeal 
to their consciences. This is the only 
proper remedy any preacher should 
employ. 


A New Jersey court recently ruled 
seven witnesses out of court and denied 
them the right to testify, on the ground 
that they were atheists, and the defend- 
ant was found “guilty” by the court be- 
cause his seven witnesses could not tes- 
tify. Law should never triumph over 
justice. The Lord made provision that 
the testimony of an unbelieving stranger 
when on trial should be received on the 
same basis as the testimony of an Is- 
raelite. In America, where we boast of 
religious liberty above every other coun- 
try, the courts should recognize that 
fundamental principle of civil govern- 
ment, that no religious test shall be re- 
quired of any citizen, and that all citi- 
zens, irrespective of their religious or 
nonreligious faith, shall stand on an 
equality before the courts of justice. 


Tue Ministerial Associations of Phil- 
adelphia and Baltimore vigorously op- 
posed the charity motion picture per- 
formances for unemployment relief, to 
be given in all motion picture theaters 
on a certain Sunday. But be it said to 
the credit of the city officials, who had 
more of the spirit of charity and hu- 
manity in their hearts than these preach- 
ers of legal righteousness, the program 
for the relief of the unemployed was 
carried out in spite of the protest of 
these ministerial associations. These 
preachers evidently forgot that famous 
saying of Christ, “The Sabbath was 
made for man, and not man for the Sab- 
bath.” But then, Sunday is not the 
Sabbath. However, it seems scarcely 
possible that man was made for Sun- 
day. It seems that originally Sunday 
was one of the six working days given 
to man. 


Circurr Jupce Puivie L. Suiivan, 
in ruling on the Evanston, IIl., ordi- 
nance prohibiting the showing of moving 
pictures on Sunday, held the Sunday 
ordinance to be religiously disecrimina- 
tory, and therefore unconstitutional. 
His decision held that “persons of faiths 
celebrating the Sabbath on days other 
than Sunday have the right to six days 
of amusement.” The judge is right. 
All citizens should stand on an equality 
before the bar of justice. 


Tue New York Times of February 9 
says: “Brazil is faced with serious re- 
ligious strife, the ultimate effects of 
which cannot be foreseen, as a result of 
efforts by the Catholic Church to have 
its faith officially recognized when the 
Brazilian constitution is rewritten. 
Ever since the provisional government 
announced its intention of rewriting the 
constitution, the church authorities have 
been actively campaigning in favor of 
what they term a minimum program of 
Catholic action. This program demands 
that the new constitution bear the state- 
ment that it is written in the name of 
God, that it declare the Catholic Church 
the state church of Brazil, that it make 
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a religious marriage ceremony compul- 
sory, and that the Catholic faith be 
taught in the state schools.” 

We trust that the Catholic Church in 
the United States, which has so vigor- 
ously opposed a union of church and 
state and the teaching of religion in the 
public schools, will make its influence 
felt in South America on the side of civil 
and religious liberty. The Catholic 
Church has prospered in the United 
States as in no other country under a 
separation of churen and state, and there 
is every reason to believe that she would 
enjoy similar prosperity in South Amer- 
ica on a self-supporting basis, 


SB SB BS 


Sparks From the Editor’s Anvil 


RELIANCE upon legal force in religion 
begets intolerance. 


Ir man was his own savior, he would 
never enter the grave. 


THE value of a religion is determined 
by its own inherent virtues. 


He who would shackle the soul is not 
worthy to wield the scepter. 


A state-established religion is a re- 
ligion unrecognized by God. 


A RELIGIOUS parasite always looks for 
a hand-out from Cesar’s legal crib. 


A worTHLEss religion is always de- 
pendent upon the state for support. 


RELIGION must win by way of the 
cross, and not by way of the crown. 


THE political preacher is found more 
often in Cesar’s antechamber than in the 
upper chamber. 


TRUTH must stand on its own merits; 
it is its own defender; it is crippled 
when clothed with an armor. 


Some religious people believe that in 
order to be pious one must be ascetic, 
and to be good one must be miserable. 


THE death charges which were pre- 
ferred against the martyrs of the past 
are the ideals in which we glory today. 


WHEN the priest and the king dine 
together under the same roof, religious 
liberty trembles in the balance. 


THE man who wants to force his re- 
ligious opinions upon others, is himself 
in the greatest need of religion. 


CuHuRCHIANITY rules by force, and 
Christianity by love; the one points you 
to Cesar, the other to Calvary. 


THE trouble with the hypocrite is that 
he cannot overcome the conflict between 
his ideals and his habits. 


A cHuURCH which embarks upon the 
ship of politics soon reaches the Dead 
Sea of legal formalism. 


Tue Author of Christianity drew the 
fire of the self-righteous because He as- 
sociated with sinners. 


TRUE religion never resorts to carnal 
weapons or secular power to promote 
or propagate itself. 


WHEN church and state unite, there 
is destined to be an upheaval, and a 
divorce later on. 


CuurcHIANITy and Christianity are 
related to each other the same as dark- 
ness is to light. 


A CONCEALED disgrace is a moral can- 
cer gnawing away the sinews of self- 
respect. 


Liperty and equality to all men before 
the law means the doom of a state re- 
ligion. 

CHRIST was a joy kindler, not a joy 
killer; a grief chaser instead of a grief 
maker. 


A LEGAL religion is responsible for 
the execution of all the martyrs of the 
past. 

















University Professor Attacks 


Eastman’s New Calendar Scheme 


HE Public Ledger of Philadelphia 

stated some time since that Prof. 
Moses Jung, of the University of Iowa 
attacked George Eastman’s plan for ¢al- 
endar reform in an address before the 
American Astronomical Society. Pro- 
fessor Jung is an authority on compara- 
tive religions. According to the Asso- 
ciated Press report, Professor Jung, in 
addressing the American Astronomical 
Society, said: 

“A thirteen-month calendar with a blank day 
and migrating Sabbaths would bring serious 
confusion into the lives of devoutly religious 
persons. Under the new calendar the term 
‘week’ would be divested of its historic sense, 
and employed in a strange, artificial sense, as 
meaning merely one fourth of a twenty-eight- 
day month. 

“Religious persons would he compelled to de- 
cide whether to keep holy, in their true order, 
those days whose observance is inseparably con- 
nected with their relationship to a historic time 
cycle, or to adopt mechanically designated holy 
days at the behest of some twentieth century 
calendar innovator. 

“Should the five-day labor week be adopted, 
unions will compel resting on Saturday or Sun- 
day, and Jews and Christians who wish to ob- 
serve their Sabbath when it falls on Wednesday 
or Tuesday would have only three and a half 
or four days a week in which to earn their 
living.” 

The leading astronomers of Europe 
have gone on record as opposing the 
proposed new calendar, which is to be 
considered for adoption by the League 
of Nations at the General Conference of 
Communications and Transits in May. 
Their reasons for opposing this new eal- 
endar are that it would divest the weekly 
eyele of its astronomical value in testing 


the accuracy of the ecliptical cycles of 
the past, and destroy its value in using 
it as an unchanging unit for time meas- 
urements in the future. 

The astronomers iiave no knowledge 
that the weekly cycle was ever altered 
in the past by the nations which 
adopted it as a unit for the measure- 
ment of time. They claim that the 
weekly cycle was used by astrologers 
and astronomers as a unit for time meas- 
urement as far back as 2,000 years be- 
fore Christ, and that the accuracy of the 
Metonic cycles and the saros cycles are 
tested by the unbroken weekly cycle 
which has been handed down to us from 
time immemorial in uninterrupted suc- 
cession. 

Our astronomical records antedate Mt. 
Sinai, when the law of the Sabbath was 
given to the children of Israel. From 
that day to the present time we have 
an unbroken record that the seventh 
day of the week was observed as the 
Sabbath by the orthodox Jews. The un- 
broken Jewish custsém and the unin- 
terrupted astronomical record of past 
eclipses of the sun and the moon, furnish 
indisputable evidence that the weekly 
eyele which was ordained at the crea- 
tion of the world has been preserved by 
some people and some nations through 
all past ages, and that it is the only 
unit of time measurement that has never 
been lost sight of, and is now the same 
as it was in the beginning, and which 
the Scriptures declare will continue the 
same in the eternal ages in the earth 
made new. 








H. A. ROBERTS 








O take _me back to boyhood days, 
‘When the water Ground our grain, 
‘When close to nature many lived, 


Aad summer tan was gain. 

















